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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) Uyen-Chau N. Le . (3) . 

(2) Joe Young . (4) 

Date of Interview: 07 June 2002 . 

Type: a)E3 Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1)D applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)Q Yes e)E3 No. 

If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: . 



Identification of prior art discussed: Pettersen et al and Leoper et al . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)[3 was not reached. h)D N/A. 

Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: The two newly discovered references to Pettersen et al and Leooer et al were right 
faxed to Mr. Young. The examiner was asked by Mr. Young to provide in writing point of view based on the two 
references. Per Mr. Young reguest. attached is a briefly discussion of the two references reading on independent 
claim 1. Applicant's co mments regarding the Pettersen and Leooer patents would be fully considered. . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

i)IEI It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview(if box is 
checked). 

Unless the paragraph above has been checked, THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION 
MUST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. (See MPEP Section 713.04). If a reply to the last Office 
action has already been filed, APPLICANT IS GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS INTERVIEW DATE TO FILE A 
STATEMENT OF THE SUBSTANCE OF THE INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of Interview requirements on 
reverse side or on attached sheet. 
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Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 

Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

. . . . Paragraph (b) 

«ii . . _ 4 . „ 37 CFR §1 .2 Business to be transacted in writina 



incompletJShTj ^£15 Sew! ^ ^ ^ M " ^ " ™ reCOrd is itse,f 

requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 81*01 <JOiSS^S^S^S£ or Sno 

Lh^nTof f ^ ° - Unread , ab ' e SCTipt in ° ffice aCtions or like ' are excluded fram interview recordation p S es below Whe m L 
substance of an interview .s completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summa J Record^reouired 

circumstances dictate, the Form should be ma.led promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication. 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

" ^Jnh^n?nf Whether T agre 5 ment was reached and if ™> a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

°/ the su u bstance of an V interview should include at least the following applicable items- 
1 A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4> fnte*^ ° f 3 SUbStenBve " atUre discussed ' ^se are already described on the 

5) a bnefidentification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

Souired" Th^!dPnS i nn e n r , f h neeCi " 0t b f ' en9th J ° r e ' ab0rate - A verbatim or hi 9 h| y detailed description of the arguments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the 

T£Z r *? n be unders : ood j n „ the ""to"* ° f th e application file. Of course, the applicant may d«K to^SaS^ndft,? 
describe those arguments which he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner ) em P naslze and 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

?) IheSner.' *" ™ * ° f interview ' unless described in the Interview Summary Form completed by 

♦ Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview If the record is not comolete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record P 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statementaSfbut^ ° th6r h aS ° nS °f T^J the examiner shou,d send a letter settin 9 forth »» examiner's version of the 

a ..? 1 ? I' the reCord ls com P ,e,e and accurate, the examiner should place the indication "Interview Record OK" on thP 
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials ' nolca "°r». interview Kecord OK on the 
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Application/Control Number: 09/448,088 p age 2 

Art Unit: 2876 

Re claim 1, Pettersen et al discloses a tracking/determining the geometry of an object 22 
comprising a laser base station [position 1, position 2] for scanning laser beams; laser spots 
reactive to incident laser beams to provide data signal; and a tracking system receiving input 
from the laser base station and storing state records of position (fig. 5; col. 10, lines 5+). 
Lepper et al discloses a linear tracking system for tracking product along the production line with 
laser base stations (barcode scanners 110-119) for scanning/tracking unique identifying barcode 
(i.e., information content of the tag) of each pallet (fig. 1; col. 7, line 63 through col. 8, line 16). 
Pettersen et al in view of Lepper et al would provide a tracking system for tracking and storing 
object's information and position in a room, wherein each object having a unique identifying 
tag/barcode attached thereon. 

Applicant's comments regarding the Pettersen and Lepper patents would be fully considered. 



